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III. 



DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1-17 are presented for examination. 



m^im r^ eiectlons - 35 USC § 103 



2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms 
the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office 
action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kouchi et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,023,69 and 
Kouchi hereinafter) in view of Kennelly et al. (6,101,539 and 
Kennelly hereinafter) . 

4. Regarding Claims 1-2,5,7 and 19 Kouchi teaches identifying 
sets of data categories (Abstract) each set corresponding to 
security data (col 22, lines 23-52) received from one of a 
plurality of network components (Figure 13, databases 1302a-c) ; 
constructing database record definitions each defining a record 
subdivided in accordance with one of the sets of data categories 
(col 16, lines 64-67 to col 17, lines 1-5) . 

Kouchi does not expressly teach writing parser scripts that 
receive security data form the network components and out 
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records/ each record corresponding to one for the record 
definitions and storing parser scripts. 

Kennelly teaches writing parser scripts that receive 
security data form the network components and out records, each 
record corresponding to one for the record definitions and 
storing parser scripts (col 6, lines 40-56) . 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of Applicant's invention to modify the 
teachings of Kouchi with the teachings of Kennelly to include 
writing parser scripts that receive security data form the 
network components and out records, each record corresponding to 
one for the record definitions and storing parser scripts with 
the motivation to allow the users with different privileges 
access to different functions of the computer system (Kennelly, 
col 1, lines 20-34) . 

5. Regarding Claims 3-4, the limitations of these claims are 
similar in scope to the rejected claims above. In addition, 
Kennelly teaches inserting parser scripts into tables (i.e. 
parses data files based on attributes to construct management 
objects (col 1, lines 46-48) . 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of Applicant's invention to modify the 
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teachings of Kouchi with the teachings of Kennelly to include 
inserting parser scripts into tables with the motivation to allow 
the users with different privileges access to different functions 
of the computer system (Kennelly, col 1, lines 20-34) . 

6. Regarding Claim 6, Kennelly teaches Management Information 
Base (MIB) (i.e. SNMP MIB) (see publication listings). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of Applicant's invention to modify the 
teachings of Kouchi with the teachings of Kennelly to include 
Management Information Base (MIB) with the motivation to allow 
the users with different privileges access to different functions 
of the computer system (Kennelly, col 1, lines 20-34) . 

7. Regarding Claim 8, the limitations of these claims are 
similar in scope to the rejected claims above. In addition, 
Kennelly teaches firewall (i.e. by using the Internet) (col 2, 
lines 52-62) . 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of Applicant's invention to modify the 
teachings of Kouchi with the teachings of Kennelly to include 
firewall with the motivation to allow the users with different 
privileges access to different functions of the computer system 
(Kennelly, col 1, lines 20-34) . 
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8. Regarding Claims 9-10, the limitations of these claims are 
similar in scope to the rejected claims above. In addition, 
Kennelly teaches a third network component. 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of Applicant's invention to modify the 
teachings of Kouchi with the teachings of Kennelly to include 
third network component with the motivation to allow the users 
with different privileges access to different functions of the 
computer system (Kennelly, col 1, lines 20-34) . 

9. Regarding Claims 11-12, the limitations of these claims are 
similar in scope to the rejected claims above. In addition, 
Kouchi teaches data queries (col 1, lines 56-66) . 

10. Regarding Claims 13-18 and 20-26, the limitations of these 
claims are similar in scope to the rejected claims above. They 
are therefore rejected as set forth above. 



Joint Inventors 

11. This application currently names joint inventors. In 
considering patentability of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), 
the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered 
therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant 
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is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1,56 to point out the 
inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly 
owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the 
examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U,S,C. 103© and 
potential 35 U.S.C. 102(f) or (g) prior art under 35 
U.S.C. 103 (a) . 

OthBr Prior Art Made of Record 

12. A. Beelitz et al. (6,182,275) discloses order for a 
computer system; 

B. Freund (5,987,611) discloses managing internet access 
on a per application basis for client computers; 

C. Chappelle (5,949,976) discloses performance monitoring 
and graphical tool; 

D. Polcyn (6,173,437) discloses multimedia scripting 

tool; 

E. Ottensooser (5,905,856) discloses determination of 
software functionality; and 

F. Sharon et al. (6,137,782) discloses an automatic network 
traffic analysis. 

Conclusion 

13. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to Applicant's disclosure. 



Application/Control Number: 09/444,937 



Page 7 



Art Unit: 2171 



Points of Contact 



14. Any inquiry concerning this communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Diane Mizrahi whose telephone number is 
(703) 305-3806. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday 
to Thursday from 7:30 AM. to 5:00 PM. 

If any attempt to reach the examiner by telephone is 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Thomas Black can be 
reached on (703) 305-9707. 

Any response to this office action should be mailed to The 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, Washington, D.C. 20231 or 
telefax at our phone number (703)745-5612. 

For formal or draft communications, please label PROPOSED" 
or ""DRAFT" . Hand-delivered responses should be brought to 
Crystal Park II, 2021 Crystal Drive, 6th Floor Receptionist, 
Arlington, Virginia . 
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Patent Examiner 
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